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C@Uﬁ enjoins DEP

- on dumping fee hike

By JOSHUA McMAHON
A state appeals court has tempo-

‘rarily halted a $2 million statewide pro- -

..gram {o develop new methods of deanng
.withsolid waste disposal.

“. The Appellate Division of Supenor
“Court issued -an order preventing the

State Department of Environmental: - -5

“Protection (DEP) from collecting sig-
mflcantly increased dumping fees im-
»posed on companies deahng m sohd
\mstedxsposal

" The state had mtended to use the

- fees to fund county and state planning”

i,tor waste freatment and disposal. <
o . The DEP was scheduled to collect: .
‘the first“instaliment Jan. 10, but the'_',
“court ordered the money placed in an .
*escrow account untd resolutxon of the
icase. .-

. %" Beatrice ’ljrlutkl dtrector of “solid
© waste administration for the DEP, said °
"'the state cannot -initiate "the program. -
Awithout the additional monies and added -

.that the fee schedules in effect will co""«‘;:',httaste Industry’ Council and ' various -

. independent compames which filed. the -

Irnue until the courts issue a decision. 4
. The *“long overdue’" statewide plan-
_ning for the disposal of solid wastes will
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Z+  Mrs. Tylutki noted ‘the Leglslature ;
- _had approved the Sohd Waste, Manage— o

4. have to wait “until monies are made R

¥ gvailable,"shestated.. - - - ”_for. the council, said the industry people

- objected to the new. fees claxmmg they

ment Act of 1975, which calls tor the

development of statewide programs, but

falled to allocate money for the project.
She said the department then de-

) cided to raise the needed funds by in-
- creasing the fees charged to sohd waste
- dlsposal operators S
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:- She sald the old rates prowded the
state withi about $280,000 per year. The
department; however, needed $2 million

- - annually to run the program, and S0 it

: hnked the fees nearly tenfold, )
-~ Mrs. Tylutki said the fees went mto
-~ effeet No¥: 1, but the first payment was

“ not due until next month and then every -
.two months thereafter

<“Under the program the department

“will use §I° million to fund solid waste .
__-plagmng on the state level Mrs Tylutkl
.-sai

~ In addmon the state wou]d provnde

countres with funds to develop their own
“waste  disposal plans -and  to explore
- alternativesto dumpmg

The program is opposed b_yr the Sohd

*Jegal actmn resu]tma in the temporary

stay. -
Theodore A. Schwartz an attomey

~
,..
.

O BT NRN

(XK '1 te, :'v'v'r -'r'v ‘!'4 ,'s

Eﬂ
7 ByLAWREhCENAGY

The State Department of. Emlron
mental Protection (DEP) failed yéster-.

" ‘day to halt dumping at a second site at:
the Kin-Buc landfill in Edison, when a.
_Superior Coutt judge'riled the operation_

; could contimie on a limited basis. -

.

- Kin-Bue has béen’ fighting an ex-.._’-
tended legal battle with state and Edison *
officials over environmental conditions
at the site near the Raritan River. The
existing site, once the sole dumping
ground in New Jersey for ldlal(lﬂth
chcmual wastes. is under a state order
to close by Jan. 15.

The DEP charged the landfili
operators began disposing of sulid waste
last week in an unapproved adjacent
area designated as Kin-Buc [1.
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* - Superior Court Judge I)a\ id D Fur-
man, who issued a temporary restraint
tast week in New Brunswick, barring alt-
dumping at the Kin-Buc Il site, ruled
yesterday the operation could resume
‘under an injunction limiting the area of

¢ dumping and the total amount .of solid
: v»asteaccepted :
* . Theodore Schwartr _attorney for -
Km-Buc argued the Kin-Buc. I site
should not be treated a> a3 new operatron
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-;.'-. He said nt was mcluded in an onomal

ny out of business. Ile noted the landfill
is obliged under contractural and Public
Litilities Commission (PUC) commit-

- ments o serve 40 municipalities and

dozens of commercial and industrial

customers, )
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“If you clese it. we're finished on
Friday. We fire our employes and vio-
late PUC regulations,” Weiner said.

Weiner contended DEP failed to
produce any evidence that showed con-
tinued operation of the Kin-Buc I site

. would cause irreparable hnrm to the

enviromment or public.
Deputy Attorney General John Van

" Dalen, argued that the orly plans sub-

mitted by Kin-Bue for the second site
were rejected “as a matter of law™

.under a law signed in October that bans
. all chemical waste dlsposal mthm l 000 .
_ 'ards ofa floodway .

..\.*
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: Ben]amm Wemer who also repre- A3
. sented Kin-Buc. contended an extension -
*of the Kin-Buc II dumping ban by Fur-
‘man would have put the landfill compa--
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